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Senate 
The Senate met at 9:31 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore [Mr. THURMOND]. 

PRAYER 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. To-
day’s prayer will be offered by our 
guest Chaplain, Father Gregoire J. 
Fluet, Saint Bridget of Kildare Church, 
Moodus, CT. 

We are pleased to have you with us. 
The guest Chaplain, Father Gregoire 

J. Fluet, offered the following prayer: 
Let us pray. 
We read in the Scriptures: ‘‘For the 

Lord gives wisdom; from His mouth 
comes knowledge and understanding; 
He stores up sound wisdom for the up-
right; He is a shield to those who walk 
in integrity, guarding the path of jus-
tice. . . .’’—Proverbs 2:6–8. 

Lord God, we beseech You to con-
tinue to bless our great Nation. You 
have from the inception of this Nation 
been its light and blessed it with Your 
grace and bounty. The men and women 
of this Senate again seek Your wisdom 
and guidance as they exercise their call 
to leadership. Send Your blessing upon 
them. Allow them to be filled with 
Your grace and peace. Allow them to 
continue to be courageous, self-giving, 
and dedicated to integrity and right. 
Allow them to recognize Your presence 
in this Chamber and in their delibera-
tions. 

Lord God, allow all of us never to for-
get that we profess as a people, as a na-
tion, to be under Your guidance and 
Your love. We thank You for Your 
gifts, for our Nation, for the boundless 
blessings You send us each day. Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Honorable GEORGE VOINOVICH, a 
Senator from the State of Ohio, led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows. 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
VOINOVICH). The Senator from Con-
necticut. 

f 

FATHER GREGOIRE J. FLUET 

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I am deep-
ly honored this morning to have had 
Father Gregoire Fluet provide us with 
the opening prayer in this session of 
the Senate. It is a particular pleasure 
because Father Fluet is not just a resi-
dent of Connecticut but he is my parish 
priest. So this morning is a moment of 
particular pride to welcome him to the 
Senate. 

Father Fluet is someone I have 
known now for a number of years. We 
met each other when Father Fluet was 
the pastor of St. Joseph’s Church in 
North Grosvenordale, CT. I used to, on 
an annual basis, speak at the com-
munion breakfast of the Knights of Co-
lumbus, something which I enjoyed im-
mensely and did for more than 20 
years. It was a wonderful experience. 
The community would get together and 
Father Fluet would say mass and par-
ticipate in the breakfast afterwards. 
We had a wonderful time over many, 
many years. 

Then, to my wonderful surprise, on 
the retirement of my dear friend and 
pastor, Father Henry Dziadosz—unfor-
tunately, we just lost Monsignor 
Dziadosz, a wonderful human being— 
Father Fluet was assigned to my home 
parish in East Haddam, CT, a section of 
Moodus, CT. You have to be very care-
ful; it is really East Haddam. The peo-
ple of my town would appreciate the 
distinction I am making here. 

Father Fluet is a wonderful man, a 
spiritual leader; he has counseled and 
advised me on numerous occasions. He 
has a wonderful background in history. 
He is a teacher. He taught at St. Ber-
nard’s High School in the diocese of 
Norwich. He also was a curate at the 
parish in Lyme, CT. He just received 
his doctorate in New England studies, 
the history of New England. 

In addition to being a great spiritual 
leader, he also has a deep interest in 
the history of this country and particu-
larly the history of New England. 

It is truly an honor to welcome my 
good friend, my pastor, to this wonder-
ful Chamber. We are deeply honored 
that he is here. We welcome him im-
mensely. We thank him for his wonder-
ful words this morning. I am confident 
that the parish of Saint Bridget of Kil-
dare, my home parish, is going to be 
blessed for many years to come with 
the wonderful spiritual leadership of 
Father Fluet. He has a wonderful 
mother who I have gotten to know. She 
is in a little ill health, but we are pray-
ing for her this hour as well. She is a 
woman of deep, strong French back-
ground, a delightful person to be with 
as well. 

Senator LIEBERMAN, who was just 
here and wanted to stay to greet Fa-
ther Fluet but had a hearing to run off 
to, wanted me to express to Father 
Fluet his deep admiration and respect 
and extend his words of welcome as 
well this morning. 

With that, Mr. President, I thank the 
Chair and I yield the floor. 

f 

RECOGNITION OF THE ACTING 
MAJORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio is recognized. 

f 

SCHEDULE 
Mr. VOINOVICH. Mr. President, 

today the Senate will be in a period of 
morning business until 10:30 a.m. Fol-
lowing morning business, the Senate 
will resume consideration of the De-
partment of Defense appropriations 
bill, with Senator REID to be recog-
nized to offer his amendment regarding 
computers, and following debate on the 
Reid amendment, Senator BOXER will 
be recognized to offer an amendment 
regarding medical privacy. 

As a reminder, the Senate will recess 
from 12:30 p.m. to 2:15 for the weekly 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 23:18 Dec 04, 2013 Jkt 081600 PO 00000 Frm 00001 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\2000SENATE\S13JN0.REC S13JN0m
m

ah
er

 o
n 

D
S

K
C

G
S

P
4G

1 
w

ith
 S

O
C

IA
LS

E
C

U
R

IT
Y



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES4974 June 13, 2000 
party conference meetings. Upon re-
convening, there will be 2 minutes of 
debate on the Boxer amendment re-
garding pesticides, with a vote sched-
uled to occur at approximately 2:20 
p.m. It is hoped that consideration of 
the Defense appropriations bill can be 
completed by this evening, and there-
fore Senators can expect votes 
throughout the afternoon. 

I thank my colleagues for their at-
tention. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, it is my 
understanding we are in morning busi-
ness? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senator will suspend, we will lay down 
the orders. 

Under the previous order, the leader-
ship time is reserved. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, there will now be a 
period for the transaction of morning 
business not to extend beyond the hour 
of 10:30 a.m., with Senators permitted 
to speak therein for up to 10 minutes 
each. 

Under the previous order, there will 
now be 30 minutes under the control of 
the Senator from Illinois, Mr. DURBIN, 
or his designee. 

The Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. I thank the Chair. 

f 

THIS WEEK’S AGENDA 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I am 
happy to be in the Chamber this morn-
ing to address the issues that are going 
to be considered before the Congress 
this week. 

One of the most important issues 
that I found in my home State of Illi-
nois, and I think can be found in vir-
tually every State in the Union, is the 
prescription drug benefit under Medi-
care. They are telling us, the people 
who do this for a living, that when they 
ask families across America what is 
one of the major issues you are going 
to look to when it comes to electing 
the President of the United States or 
electing a Member of Congress, one of 
the major issues that comes forward is 
the prescription drug benefit. It is un-
derstandable because the Medicare pro-
gram, as good as it is—in fact, it has 
been there for 40 years as the health in-
surance program for the elderly and 
disabled—does not have a prescription 
drug benefit. You would not buy a 
health insurance plan for your family 
today that didn’t include one because 
you never know when you are going to 
be subjected to an illness that a doctor 
will need to treat with an expensive 
prescription drug. They can become 
very expensive. It is not uncommon to 
spend $50, $100, even several hundred a 
month to maintain a certain drug that 
keeps you healthy. 

When we constructed Medicare, we 
didn’t put a prescription drug benefit 
in the plan. That was 40 years ago. 
Today, seniors are finding themselves 
extremely vulnerable. They will go to a 
doctor and say: I have a problem. The 
doctor says: I know just the thing; here 
is a prescription. They will find out 
they can’t afford to fill the prescrip-
tion. So a lot of seniors on limited, 
fixed incomes, make a hard choice and 
say, I may not be able to take this pre-
scription or maybe I will fill it and 
only take half. The net result, of 
course, is that the senior doesn’t get 
well, doesn’t get strong. In fact, they 
can see their health deteriorate simply 
because they can’t afford to fill their 
prescriptions. 

The irony, of course, is that if a sen-
ior can’t buy the drugs they need to 
stay healthy and they end up in the 
hospital, guess what. The taxpayers 
step in and say Medicare will pay for 
that. In other words, if someone gets 
sick because they don’t have prescrip-
tion drugs, we will pay for it. If seniors 
have to go to the hospital, taxpayers 
pay for it. 

We on the Democratic side believe 
that we need to do two things. We need 
to put a prescription drug benefit in 
Medicare that gives to senior citizens 
and the disabled peace of mind that 
when they need these prescription 
drugs, they will have help in paying for 
them. That is something everyone ex-
pects from a health insurance plan. It 
should be the bottom line when it 
comes to Medicare, as well. 

The Democratic side has been push-
ing this literally for years. We believe 
that is something this Congress should 
have done a long time ago. Sadly, we 
have had no cooperation, none what-
ever, from the Republican side of the 
aisle. They do not believe this is a crit-
ical and important issue. We have tried 
our very best to bring this issue to a 
vote on the floor. We have tried both in 
the House and the Senate. They have 
blocked us every single time. 

Who would oppose a prescription 
drug benefit? On its face, why would 
anybody oppose that? It will help sen-
iors. It will mean they will buy pre-
scription drugs. 

There is another issue. If we just 
passed a prescription drug benefit and 
did not address the pricing of drugs, 
the system would clearly go bankrupt 
in a hurry. In other words, if the drug 
companies can continue to raise their 
prices—as they are doing now almost 
on a monthly basis—and we say we will 
pay whatever they charge, no program 
will last. 

We have to combine with the pre-
scription drug benefit program a pric-
ing program, as well. Americans know 
this. I go to senior citizen gatherings 
in my State and they understand what 
is going on in the world. They know if 
they happen to live in the northern 
part of the United States and can drive 
across the border into Canada, they 
can buy exactly the same drug—made 
in the United States, by the same com-

pany, subject to the same Federal in-
spection—for a fraction of the cost. 
What costs $60 for a prescription in the 
United States costs $6 in Canada be-
cause the Canadian Government has 
said to American drug companies: If 
you want to sell in our country, we are 
not going to let you run the prices up. 
There is a ceiling. You have to keep 
your prices under control. We will 
make sure you don’t gouge the cus-
tomers in Canada. 

We don’t have a law such as that in 
the United States. Therefore, the sen-
iors in this country pay top dollar for 
prescription drugs. People in Canada, 
people in Mexico, people in Europe, get 
the same drugs from the same compa-
nies at a deep discount. I might add, as 
well, in this country the health insur-
ance companies bargain with the same 
drug companies, saying, if you want to 
have your drugs prescribed by our doc-
tors in our plan, we will not let you 
keep raising the prices on them. Of 
course, that is part of the reality. 

Every group in America has a price 
mechanism, a price competition, ex-
cept for the most vulnerable in Amer-
ica—the senior citizens and the dis-
abled on Medicare. They pay top dollar 
for prescription drugs. When they can’t 
pay it and they can’t fill the prescrip-
tion, they can’t maintain their health 
as they should. 

We believe, on the Democratic side, 
that we need a prescription drug ben-
efit plan. We need to also address the 
question of pricing to make sure these 
drugs are affordable, so that the drug 
companies treat Americans at least as 
fairly as they treat Canadians. I don’t 
think that is unreasonable. 

Many times, we taxpayers, through 
the National Institutes of Health, have 
put the money on the front side of re-
search to find these drugs. The drug 
companies profit from the research, as 
they should, but they also have an obli-
gation to the people of the United 
States to price these drugs fairly. 

We have an obligation to create a 
prescription drug benefit under Medi-
care. But this has been a one-sided dis-
cussion to this date. The Democrats 
have pushed this plan, and the Repub-
licans have resisted it. 

Lo and behold, the people on the Re-
publican side of the aisle have decided 
to start asking American families, 
what do they think is important? I 
have in my hand polling data provided 
to the Republican conference in the 
House of Representatives. They went 
on to find in the course of their polling 
that they have been dead wrong on this 
issue, that the American people con-
sider this to be one of the most impor-
tant issues in America today and in 
this election. The Republicans, in re-
sisting the Democratic plan, have 
missed the most important issue for 
seniors and their families. 

What are they proposing? They want 
to change it in a hurry. They don’t 
want to come on board and work out a 
bipartisan plan based on what the 
Democrats have been pushing for, for 
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